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" Tho MA,UNG DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

THE REPLY FILED 13 January 2005 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

1 ' J™iS m?, 1 ^ f n 3 fiml f T C l i0 ,?' bUt Pri ° r t0 filing 3 Notice of A PP eaL To avoid abandonment of this application 

^ V f "f °^ ° f the f0 " OWmg repNeS: (1 > an amend ^ent, affidavit, or other evidence, which places the 
app cat on in condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41 31 ■ or (3) a 
I^me peJiods Exam.nat.on (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1 . 1 14. The reply must be filed within one of the following 

a) □ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) U The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later In no 

event, however, w,ll the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final nS«T 

MONTHS ^rSS.Ili'^^KS^ ° NLY CHECK ^ WHEN THE RRST REPLY WAS ^ED WITHIN TWO 
V"??7 be ob,ained " nder 37 CFR 1136 (a)- The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee have 
CFR f S »u 6 f e ^L P r rP0S m ° f k determini "9 the P eriod ° f and the corresponding amount of the fee The appr^ «^^ u ^£ 37 

k \ { l ) I C f°f A&i from: ( 1 ) the ex P iration date ° f the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office aSinVfiH. ^et forth fn ,M 

etn^^/affi 
NOTICE OF APPEAI 

2. □ The reply was filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing an appeal brief The Notice of Appeal 

Sea^7C?R41- 37,5? ^'l^ ^ ^ b * fi,ed WitNn tW0 months °' the date <™*X Notice o 

AnnS LIS n J { ))> ' f Py extens '° n ,nereof < 37 CFR 41.37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since a Notice of 
Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 37(a) 
AMENDMENTS ■ w- 

3 ' ^ /rra P T?° Sed amendment < s ) filed after a final re i e <*°n, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) ^ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below)- 

(b) |_J They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(C)D I^ea| r ;Vn 0 d/o d r eemed ^ ^ ^ app,iCati ° n in better form for a PP eal b V materiallv educing or simplifying the issues for 

(d)D They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: See Continu ation Sheet . (See 37 CFR 1 11R an n 41 -^( a )). 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324) 

5. |_| Applicant s reply has overcome the following rejection(s)- 

6 ' D thTS C ' aim(S) W0 ' ' d ^ a " 0Wable ' SUbmiUed in 3 Separat6 ' time, V filed a ™« canceling 

7. El For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): a) g| will not be entered, or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 

how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended explanation of 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: 1.2 and 48-52 . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 3-11. 13-21. 31-47 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDFNHF 



8 * D h™ ffidaV[t , 0r ot t h f, e ^ ence fi,ed after a f ^l action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 

2sr ssstrsfftiysnrc and su,,icien, reasons why ,he aLavii or 

9 ' D JnltH id K aVit ° r °!J er t^T fiU * 3fter the date ° f filing a Notice of A PP eal - but P rior t0 { he date of filing a brief will not be 
entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome all rejections under appeal and/or appellant fa Is S ide a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented See 37 &Ru S$V 

1 1 ' ^ S^SStoJaSL erat, ° n C ° nSidered bUt - d0eS NOT P' ace the aPP'ication in condition for allowance bj 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08 or PTO-1449) Paper Note) 

13. □ Other: . v 

Richard G Hutson, Ph.D. 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit: 1652 
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«SSm!!S2r 0 li N °^ : APFjicants propo'sed amendment broadening the scope of previously allowed claims 1 and 2 to further include 
subject matter associated with the recited "enzymatically active fragments thereof" raises new issues that would require further 
consideration and/or search after a final rejection. Additionally applicants proposed amendment of previously rejected claims such that 
they depend from these previously allowed, now broadened claims introduces new issues that would require frurther consideration and/or 
search after final rejection. Further applicants attention is drawn to the use of proper status identifiers for claim 1 1 , as well as all other 
claims. Further applicants proposed amendment of claim 38 would introduce new issues for further consideration and/or search.. 

Continuation of 11. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: the rejections of record remain in light of the 
non-entry of applicants proposed amendment.. nym oi me 
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